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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments, see page 8 paragraph 5, filed 12/21/2005, with respect to the 
specification have been fully considered and are persuasive. The objection of the specification 
has been withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's arguments, see page 9, filed 12/21/2005, with respect to the drawings have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. The objection of the drawings has been withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's arguments, see page 10 paragraph 2, filed 12/21/2005, with respect to claim 5 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection of claim 5 has been withdrawn. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 6-13 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

5. Applicant's arguments, see page 11, filed 12/21/2005, with respect to the rejection(s) of 
claim(s) 1-5 and 14-20 under 102(e) have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, 
the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of 
rejection is made in view of new reference Larsson. Larsson discloses a method for efficiently 
utilizing resources by deactivating inactive links. Because such a method is so often used today, 
the examiner incorrectly stated that alternating between the links would be inherent because the 
activation of the links would be alternating. However, based upon the teachings of Larsson in 
combination with Barak, it would have been obvious that the recording would be done by 
alternating between the links due the alternating activation taught by Larsson. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 6-8 and 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Barak 
et al. (US 6,792,093). 

3. In regards to claim 6, Barak et al. discloses a wireless communication system comprising: 
a server (figure 1 element 12) to record data packets comprising a media content of a first link 
and a second link of a conversation by alternating between the first link to the second link and 
storing recorded data packets at a storage medium (figure 1 element 22); and a remote station to 
send a command to receive the recorded packets of the conversation (column 6 lines 1-3, figure 

3, and column 6 lines 29-31). A system represents a combination of devices. An apparatus 
claim does not give patentable weight to recited functionality, see MPEP § 21 13. See also 
Hewlett-Packard Co, v Bausch & Lomb, Inc. 909 F.2d 1464, 1469, 15 USPQ2d 1525, 1528 (Fed. 
Cir. 1990), where it is stated that "apparatus claims cover what a device is not what a device does 
(emphasis in original)." 

4. In regards to claim 7, Barak et al. discloses the system of claim 6, wherein the server 
comprises: a file generator to generate a file which includes a recorded media content of the first 
link and the second link by alternating between a first media decoder to a second media decoder 
and combining the decoded media from the first and second media decoders to the file; and a 
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secured storage location having a controlled accesses to store the file. Figure 1 element 22 is 
memory for storing the calls. Decoders are not shown, but must be included, because the data 
would be incomprehensible if it was not decoded. There must be at least two decoders so that 
the whole conversation can be stored properly even if both parties speak at the same time. 
Column 6 lines 34-35 indicate that a subscriber can log in to view a list of conversations. Each 
conversation is one file. The memory location is secure because the subscriber must login in 
order to access the files. 

5. In regards to claim 8, Barak et al. discloses the system of claim 7, wherein the secured 
storage location is a media mailbox. Column 6 lines 40-41 indicate that a call can be sent to an 
email inbox. The inbox is secure because the subscriber must enter a username and password to 
access the information. The inbox is a media mailbox because it can accept media inputs. 

6. In regards to claim 10, Barak et al. discloses the system of claim 6, wherein the remote 
station is a personal communication assistant (PCA). Column 3 line 53 and column 2 line 54 
indicates that the remote station can be a mobile phone. A mobile phone is a PCA. 

7. In regards to claim 11, Barak et al. discloses an apparatus comprising: a media recorder 
to record data packets comprising a media content of a first link and a second link of a 
conversation by alternating between the links; a storage medium to store the data packets; and a 
first and a second media decoders to decode a recorded media. Figure 1 element 12 includes a 
recorder, element 18 and a storage medium, element 22. It is also inherent to have at least two 
decoders, one for each line, in case both parties speak at the same time. If the data is not 
decoded it would be incomprehensible and unusable. An apparatus claim does not give 
patentable weight to recited functionality, see MPEP § 21 13. See also Hewlett-Packard Co. v 
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Bausch & Lomb, Inc. 909 F.2d 1464, 1469, 15 USPQ2d 1525, 1528 (Fed. Cir. 1990), where it is 
stated that "apparatus claims cover what a device is not what a device does (emphasis in 
original)." 

8. In regards to claim 12, Barak et al. discloses the apparatus of claim 11, further 
comprising: a file generator to generate a file by combining a decoded data of the recorded data 
packets from the media decoders; and a secured storage location having a controlled accesses to 
store the file. Column 6 lines 34-35 indicate that a subscriber can log in to view a list of 
conversations. Each conversation is one file. The memory location is secure because the 
subscriber must login in order to access the files. 

9. In regards to claim 13, Barak et al. discloses the apparatus of claim 12, wherein the 
secured storage location is a media mailbox. Column 6 lines 40-41 indicate that a call can be 
sent to an email inbox. The inbox is secure because the subscriber must enter a username and 
password to access the information. The inbox is a media mailbox because it can accept media 
inputs. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 1-5 and 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Barak et al. (US 6,792,093) in view of Larsson et al. (US 6,643,262). 
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12. In regards to claim 1, Barak et al. discloses a method comprising: sending data packets of 
a recorded conversation to a subscriber. In column 4 lines 62-64 indicate that the server begins 
to record the conversation. Column 6 lines 29-31 indicate that the call can be retrieved via the 
Internet, which inherently calls for the use of packets to send the conversation. In Column 1 
lines 52-53 it is disclosed that the method is applicable for any phone, either landline or mobile, 
i.e. wireless. 

Barak does not disclose wherein a conversion recording is done by alternating between a 
first link and a second link of a communication system to record a conversation. 

Larsson discloses a method for deactivating inactive connections in column 4 lines 59-64. 
Larsson further discloses that the link is reactivated upon detection of activity and that the 
technique can be used with both analog and digital signaling in column 5 lines 4-14. In the 
course of a normal conversation each link will alternate between activity and inactivity because 
one person will be speak and the rest will be silent. It is very well known that conversations are 
carried out in this manner and even during most arguments speakers still alternate because 
talking over one another prevents either party from understanding the other. Larsson, therefore 
suggests that the links of a conversation will alternate between activity and inactivity depending 
upon who is speaking. Taken together with Barak there is a clear teaching that the recording of 
the conversation will alternate between the links because the activity of the links will alternate. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Barak's 
conversation recording method to include Larsson' s method for deactivating inactive links 
because doing so provides a more efficient use of resources, as disclosed by Larsson in column 3 
lines 40-46. 
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13. In regards to claim 2, Barak and Larsson disclose the method of claim 1, wherein the 
conversation recording comprises: decoding a recorded media content of the recorded 
conversation by alternating between a first media decoder to a second media decoder; and storing 
data packets comprising the recorded media content of the recorded conversation in a storage 
medium. Figure 1 element 22 is memory for storing the calls. Decoders are not shown, but must 
be included, because the data would be incomprehensible if it was not decoded. There must be 
at least two decoders so that the whole conversation can be stored properly even if both parties 
speak at the same time. 

14. In regards to claim 3, Barak and Larsson disclose the method of claim 2, further 
comprising: generating a file that includes the data packets comprising the recorded media 
content of the recorded conversation; and storing the file at a secured location having a 
controlled access. Column 6 lines 34-35 indicate that a subscriber can log in to view a list of 
conversations. Each conversation is one file. The memory location is secure because the 
subscriber must login in order to access the files. 

15. In regards to claim 4, Barak and Larsson disclose the method of claim 3 further 
comprising: receiving a command for sending the file via a global network to a computer. 
Column 6 lines 29-3 1 indicate that files can be retrieved using the Internet. 

16. In regards to claim 5, Barak and Larsson disclose the method of claim 3 comprising: 
receiving a command for sending the file to the remote station via the wireless communication 
system; and generating the file by decoding the stored packets by alternating between the first 
media decoder to the second media decoder and combining the decoded packets. It is disclosed 
in column 6 lines 1-3 and Figure 3 that the conversations can be retrieved by phone. Column 1 
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line 54 indicates that the phone can be a mobile or wireless phone. See claims 2 and 3 for 
rejection of file creation by alternating between decoders. 

17. In regards to claim 14, Barak et al. discloses a method comprising: sending a command 
by a remote station to record at a server of a wireless communication system a conversation of 
the remote station with other remote stations; and storing at a storage medium of the server data 
packets comprising a media content of the conversation. Column 3 lines 66-67 and column 4 
lines 1-21 disclose the method for sending a command to record to the server by the remote 
station. Figure 1 element 22 shows the storage element. 

Barak does not disclose wherein a conversation recording is done by alternating between 
a first media recorder and a second media recorder. 

Larsson discloses a method for deactivating inactive connections in column 4 lines 59-64. 
Larsson further discloses that the link is reactivated upon detection of activity and that the 
technique can be used with both analog and digital signaling in column 5 lines 4-14. In the 
course of a normal conversation each link will alternate between activity and inactivity because 
one person will be speak and the rest will be silent. It is very well known that conversations are 
carried out in this manner and even during most arguments speakers still alternate because 
talking over one another prevents either party from understanding the other. Larsson, therefore 
suggests that the links of a conversation will alternate between activity and inactivity depending 
upon who is speaking. Taken together with Barak there is a clear teaching that the recording of 
the conversation will alternate between the links because the activity of the links will alternate. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Barak's 
conversation recording method to include Larsson' s method for deactivating inactive links 
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because doing so provides a more efficient use of resources, as disclosed by Larsson in column 3 
lines 40-46. 

18. In regards to claim 15, Barak and Larsson disclose the method of claim 14, further 
comprising: sending a command by the remote station to the server to play a recorded media 
content of the conversation at the remote station*, decoding at the server the recorded media 
content by alternating between the first media decoder to the second media decoder; and 
transmitting by a base station a modulated decoded media content of the conversation to a 
commanding remote station. Column 6 lines 1-60 discuss the methods for retrieval from the 
server to a remote station. When the remote station is a mobile phone the conversation will 
inherently be routed through a base station. Also see the rejection of claims 2, 7, and 11. 

19. In regards to claim 16, Barak and Larsson disclose the method of claim 15, further 
comprising: providing to a subscriber of a recording service a media mailbox to store the 
recorded media content of the conversation; and retrieving by the remote station a recorded 
conversation by accessing the media mailbox. Column 6 lines 1-27 describe the media mailbox 
procedures. Each conversation is assigned a code to identify it as belonging to a specific 
subscriber, as described in column 5 lines 8-11. The marked calls could be described as being 
placed in the subscriber's media mailbox. 

20. In regards to claim 17, Barak et al. discloses an article comprising a storage medium 
having stored thereon instructions, that, when executed by a computing platform, results in: 
sending data packets of a recorded conversation from a first and a second remote stations to a 
subscriber, and storing data packets comprising a media content of the recorded conversation at a 
storage medium. Figure 1 elements 22 and 22a disclose the memory portion of the server. The 
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memory must contain instructions detailing what actions the server is to take in response to input 
commands, otherwise the server would not have any functionality. Elements 22 and 22a are also 
used to store the conversations, as disclosed in column 3 line 61. In column 4 lines 62-64 
indicate that the server begins to record the conversation. 

Barak does not disclose wherein a conversion recording is done by alternating between a 
first link and a second link of a communication system to record a conversation. 

Larsson discloses a method for deactivating inactive connections in column 4 lines 59-64. 
Larsson further discloses that the link is reactivated upon detection of activity and that the 
technique can be used with both analog and digital signaling in column 5 lines 4-14. In the 
course of a normal conversation each link will alternate between activity and inactivity because 
one person will be speak and the rest will be silent. It is very well known that conversations are 
carried out in this manner and even during most arguments speakers still alternate because 
talking over one another prevents either party from understanding the other. Larsson, therefore 
suggests that the links of a conversation will alternate between activity and inactivity depending 
upon who is speaking. Taken together with Barak there is a clear teaching that the recording of 
the conversation will alternate between the links because the activity of the links will alternate. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Barak's 
conversation recording method to include Larsson' s method for deactivating inactive links 
because doing so provides a more efficient use of resources, as disclosed by Larsson in column 3 
lines 40-46. 

21 . In regards to claim 1 8, Barak and Larsson disclose the article of claim 17, wherein the 
instructions result in: decoding a recorded media content by alternating between a first media 
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decoder and to a second media decoder; and sending a decoded media content of the recorded 
conversation to a subscriber which is an originator of the conversation recording. Decoders are 
not shown, but must be included, because the data would be incomprehensible if it was not 
decoded. There must be at least two decoders so that the whole conversation can be stored 
properly even if both parties speak at the same time. Figure 3 illustrates the process by which a 
subscriber accesses the recorded calls. Description of the process begins on line 1 of column 6. 

22. In regards to claim 19, Barak and Larsson disclose the article of claim 18, wherein the 
instructions result in: generating a file which includes data packets comprising the recorded 
media content of the conversation; and storing the file at a secured location having a controlled 
access. Column 6 lines 34-35 indicate that a subscriber can log in to view a list of conversations. 
Each conversation is one file. The memory location is secure because the subscriber must login 
in order to access the files. 

23. In regards to claim 20, Barak and Larsson disclose the article of claim 19, wherein the 
instructions result in: receiving a command for sending the file via a global network to a 
computer; and storing the data packets comprising the recorded media content of the 
conversation at a storage medium. Figure 1 elements 22 and 22a are memory for storage of the 
conversations. Column 6 lines 29-31 indicate that files can be retrieved using the Internet. It is 
also inherent that the packets will be stored, at the very least in temporary storage, once they 
arrive at the destination that requested the file over the global network. 

24. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barak et al. (US 
6,792, 093) in view of Liu et al. (US 6,434,139). 
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25. In regards to claim 9, Barak et al. discloses the system of claim 8 further comprising: 
using the wireless communication system to connect to a global network; and a computer 
operably coupled to the global network to play the file via the global network by alternating 
between the first media decoder to the second media decoder. Column 6 lines 29-3 1 disclose the 
use of a computer connected to a global network in order to play the file. Barak et al. does not 
disclose using a gateway for the wireless system. 

Liu et al. discloses a wireless gateway in column 1 line 54. 

26. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the wireless gateway 
taught by Liu et al. to connect the wireless system to the global network as taught by Barak et al. 
because it is desirable to use both wired and wireless networks and technology as taught by Liu 
et al. in column 1 lines 52-54. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kerri M. Dyke whose telephone number is (571) 272-0542. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:00 am - 3:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chi Pham can be reached on (571) 272-3179. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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